Given that the 'quiet Australians' have made their choice and the political angst and dust has diminished, it might be time to return the debate to determine what it was that we all agreed to and where do we go from here. This Journal would appreciate informed contributions to the debate about health reform.
According to recent issues of Conversations pre-election [1] the budget provided funds to modernise Medicare, move towards changes to payment from fee for service to lump sum payments for some chronic diseases such as diabetes, lifting the indexation freeze on all GP services and some diagnostic services, funding for youth mental health, but not for addressing the underlying structural reforms. The budget included increased funding to train new rural GPs.
Funding
for increased diagnostic services, pharmaceuticals, new hospitals and regional cancer centres, additional mental health facilities, increased dementia and veteran supplements and aged care.
There is more detail in the budget papers and they mostly go to specific intervention that are recognised as being is available for all to read. [1] Another colleague in the range of Conversations [2] reporting of health reform in 2016 suggests 'five tips to get the government started on real health reform'. Those tips are that 'patients must be at the centre of the health system, invest in health promotion, not just illness treatment, make the reforms sustainable, apply a whole of government approach and that data is key. [2] All admirable tips and worthy of consideration. However, the author indicated that these 'tips' were brought before our technologies, genomics and gene technology and the potential these areas will bring to our health system, potentially in the shorter term.
There is a lot to consider in this editorial. We have attempted health reform over time and in different guises.
If you were the Minister for Health what might you do to advance the cause of positive healthcare policy in the Australian context?
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